INTRODUCTION
Sexual violence against men during war has occurred throughout history yet remains largely invisible. Following the mass rape of hundreds of thousands of women during armed conflicts in former Yugoslavia and Rwanda, feminist human rights advocates succeeded in persuading international tribunals to recognize sexual violence against women as a weapon of war, crime against humanity, and means of genocide. In each of these conflicts, men were also raped, castrated, and sexually assaulted, yet are largely absent from the international jurisprudence of gender violence during war.
1 Despite its prevalence, sexual violence against men in armed conflict has remained largely hidden from view under human rights and international law and theory.
Reports of rape and sexual violation of male civilians, detainees, and combatants have surfaced in over 25 conflicts in the past two decades alone -including Congo, the former Yugoslavia, Sudan, El Salvador, Sierra stigma and shame, fearing social ostracism if they seek treatment for the mental and physical consequences they suffer, including loss of sexual function and infertility. 9 When it has been reported, international law has categorized the rape or sexual violation of men as 'torture' or 'mutilation'
normalizing it as a natural, if unspoken, part of war, rather than defining it as rape or sexual violence.
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The silence around male sexual violence during wartime raises critical questions about male bodies, gender, and power that have not been adequately addressed by feminist or human rights legal theorists. 11 In this paper, I draw upon insights from masculinities theory to enrich the understanding of the nature and impact of sexual violence against menand women -in war. Masculinities theory explores how social norms of masculinity create, enforce, and reproduce relations of power on multiple levels -between men as individuals; between men and women; and within larger social institutions such as the military, the workplace, the nationstate, and the global political order. Masculinity is not a fixed identity, but a social practice of gender that constructs men as masculine and heterosexual, defined in opposition to those men who are perceived as effeminate or homosexual, and women. Sandeesh Sivakumaran observes, wartime sexual violence against men is about masculine domination and power just as it is for women --both forms of violence involve similar constructions of masculinity and heterosexualized masculine domination. 12 To theorize rape and against men during war requires examining the relationship between male bodies, social constructions of masculinity, and the use of particular masculinities to achieve ethnic, national, and/or global power.
This paper uses masculinities theory to broaden and enrich the understanding of sexual violence against men -and women -during war.
While feminist and human rights theories have laid an important foundation for the understanding of sexual violence in war, they have not adequately theorized sexual violence against men. Early feminist activists, such as Rhonda Copelon and the Women's Caucus for Gender Justice, theorized wartime rape of women within the larger context of male violence against women. 13 Recently, Janet Halley, Lara Stemple, and Bennett Capers have criticized this approach, arguing that it essentializes gender violence as male violence against women, rendering rape of men as "abnormal" and invisible, and foreclosing a gender analysis that takes the complexities of 13 See Gerecke at p. 13 (observing that while early feminists assumed a connection between sex and gender, later feminist work claimed that gender is a performed identity and therefore expects that sexual violence may target both women and men) Focusing on men and masculinities theory leads us to understand three critical points.
First, sexualized violence against men during war is not an isolated even but has occurred throughout history, across time, place, and culture.
When it has been recognized under international law, it has been categorized as "torture" or "mutilation," rather than as rape or sexual violence. As a result, it has been normalized under international law, assumed to be a natural part of the horrors of war, and shrouded in silence. . Such a definition allows for the inclusion of "'both physical and psychological attacks directed at a persons sexual characteristics,' while also encompassing 'all serious abuses of a sexual nature inflicted upon the physical or moral integrity of a person by means of coercion, threat of force or intimidation in a way that is degrading and humiliating for the victim's dignity.'" Id. Oral and anal rape are included in this definition, including penetration with a penis, other body part, or an object. Id. at 3. 34 76 The definition of sexual violence is broad -defined as "any sexual act" committed by force, threat of force, or lack of consent.
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The ICC uses gender-neutral language to define sexual violence, and incorporates a specific list of conduct that meets the definition.
In addition to the criminalization of sexual violence in war, feminist advocates raised the awareness of the international community about the specific harms to women during war. United Nations Security Council acts to be crimes of rape or sexual violence. In Tadic, the ICTY convicted four commanders from the Bosnian Omarska detention camp for having inflicted a "hellish orgy of persecution. 91 The majority of the detainees were male and the prosecution alleged that both female and male prisoners were beaten, tortured, raped, and sexually assaulted. In presenting the charges, the ICTY did not categorize the rape or castration of male detainees as "rape" which by itself constituted a crime against humanity under ICTY statutes, but rather as examples of "great suffering or serious injury to body or health," "cruel treatment," and "inhumane acts." In contrast, the ICTY specifically charged the rape of a female detainee as "rape" and "forcible sexual intercourse." 96 See, e.g., Carpenter, supra n. 43 at 95 "while the humanitarian assistance community has taken strides in addressing the physical and psycho-social needs of female rape survivors, it has been noted that services for male survivors of such violence in conflict situations are nearly non-existent"). in war as an issue that solely affected women and girls.
Even so, rape of men during wartime has not been adequately theorized, nor captured the attention of gender or human rights advocates to the same extent as violence against women.
99
Further, the conceptualization of violence against women and men has proceeded separately, in separate academic silos that, with a few exceptions, fail to theorize their inter-relationship within a larger, gendered social sphere.
The early feminist campaign to recognize rape and sexual violence as a crime of war focused exclusively on female victims. Some scholars have begun to criticize the feminist campaign to criminalize rape in a war as grounded in notions of male dominance and female subordination. These critics argue that the campaign to recognize sexual violence against women in wartime rested upon gendered narratives that essentialize men as perpetrators and women as victims. 100 According to these critics, this approach disallows consideration of male rape or a gender analysis that takes into account the complexities of male on male violence. 101 Grey and Shepard, for example, argues that feminist claims that wartime sexual violence disproportionately affects women "suggests that sexual violence 99 See Sivukumaran, Sexual Violence, supra n. __ and Sivukurmaran, Lost in Translation, supra n. __; Valerie Oosterveld, a leading feminist scholar and advocate for female victims of wartime violence, acknowledges that international criminal law is "still rather undeveloped in its understanding of sexual violence and, more broadly, genderbased violence directed against men and boys during times of war or other widespread or systematic violations. 103 Halley, supra, note __ at __. 104 I. Bennett Capers, Real Rape Too, 99 California Law Review (2011). Capers argues, "[R]ape law has been gendered for too long. Originally, it was gendered in a way that tilted the scales to benefit men: men as fathers, men as husbands, and men as rapists. Feminists were right to point out the sexism inherent in traditional rape laws in this country. Though many, including Catharine MacKinnon, were wrong to view rape as solely a mechanism of male domination of women." 105 I. Bennett Capers, supra, note __. aggression. 108 One man who was abducted during the conflict in the Congo and used as a sexual slave for opposing forces, raped repeatedly, explained that after he reported the abuse, members of his village derided him for losing his masculinity, calling him "a bush wife" and ostracizing him from his community. 109 The failure of men to report sexual violence is a consequence of the stigma, fear of rejection or disbelief by others. 110 The shame and stigma for men, some argue, appear to be even greater for men than women.
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Rather than erase gender or male dominance from the analysis of wartime sexual violence against men, the better approach is to broaden the notion of gender in international law to include the social construction of masculinity that privileges some men, while disadvantaging women and most men. Drawing upon dominance and social constructivist theories, this approach broadens the class of victims to include men as well as women, 108 Oosterhoff, supra note 58; Del Zotto and Jones, supra, note 2 at 606. Rather than constitute a category of identity, masculinity is a social practice, created by and through men and the opposition to femininity.
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As R. W. Connell argues, masculinity is "simultaneously a place in gender relations, the practice through which men and women engage that place in gender, and the effects of these practice in bodily experience, personality, and culture." 113 Masculinities theorists posit that masculinity is not fixed, but rather relational and contingent, varying across time and place.
In practice, masculinity is constructed "in front of, and for the benefit of, other men and against femininity. (2011) "(Additionally, some authors have suggested that gang rapes serve internal group purposes. They could establish hierarchy within armed groups, i.e. the highest man in the hierarchy rapes a woman first and so on, and they are thought to increase male group bonding through the common experience of rape and to overcome moral barriers through group pressure. The data suggests that armed groups organize and act together to rape civilian women."); Rosemary Wood, supra, note __. 147 Maedl, supra note __ at 141. 148 Goldstein, supra, note 7. MASCULINITIES APPROACH 15-Dec-15] DRAFT 36
abducted. In the majority of cases, the rapes occurred in view of others, including others who were forced to watch, such as the victims' husbands and children. 152 In two instances, female victims were forced to sexually abuse others. 153 In 68.2 percent of instances of gang rape, the victims reported that others saw how they were raped, and 22.7 percent stated that others were forced to watch them being raped. In 13.6 percent of the cases the victim's husband had to watch; for another 13.6 percent, the victim's children had to watch." 153 Maedl, supra note __ at 144. 154 Sivakumaran, supra, note 1. 155 See Zarkov, supra note __.
